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	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	1. Provides baseline scientific data on the effect of stocking density on growth and feed utilization in guinea pigs, an under-researched micro-livestock species.

2. Demonstrates that moderate differences in space allowance do not negatively affect growth performance or feed efficiency under proper nutrition.

3. Offers practical guidance for optimizing housing and space utilization in smallholder and intensive guinea pig production systems.

4. Supports the development of sustainable and economically viable alternative livestock models for resource-limited regions.
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	Optional/General comments


	1. Introduction is too small. Improve it.
2. Materials methods also need to give in detailed.

3. Figures are not incorporated (cited ) in the text.

4. In table, “NS” is not suggestible , please give full form

5. References are not uniform.

6. Exact p-values should be reported instead of repeatedly stating “non-significant.

7. Repetition and numbering errors in tables (e.g., duplicated week numbers) need correction.

8. Language and formatting require minor editing to improve clarity and reduce redundancy.
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